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PER CURIAM:

George Lewis Alejandre appeals his sentence for possession
of a controlled substance with intent to distribute, a third
degree felony, in violation of Utah Code section 58-37-
8(1)(a)(iii), and attempted failure to obey a police officer, a
class A misdemeanor, in violation of Utah Code section 41-6a-209.
See Utah Code Ann. § 58-37-8(1)(a)(iii) (Supp. 2005), id. ___ §41-
6a-209 (2005).

"A sentence will not be overturned on appeal unless the
trial court has abused its discretion, failed to consider all
legally relevant factors, or imposed a sentence that exceeds
legally prescribed limits." State v. Nuttall , 861 P.2d 454, 456
(Utah Ct. App. 1993). ™[T]he exercise of discretion in
sentencing necessarily reflects the personal judgment of the
court and the appellate court can properly find abuse only if it
can be said that no reasonable [person] would take the view
adopted by the trial court.™ Id. __ (second alteration in
original) (quoting State v. Gerrard , 584 P.2d 885, 887 (Utah
1978)).




Alejandre argues that the trial court abused its discretion
by sentencing him to an indeterminate prison term of zero to five
years, rather than probation, because it "failed to consider all
the legally relevant factors and it imposed an excessive
sentence." Specifically, Alejandre alleges that the trial court
failed to consider his rehabilitative needs and lack of criminal
history.

In support of this argument, Alejandre relies solely on
State v. Galli , 967 P.2d 930 (Utah 1998). However, Galli
construed only the consecutive sentencing statute--Utah Code
section 76-3-401--which requires the trial court to consider a
defendant's rehabilitative needs and criminal history. See -
Galli_, 967 P.2d at 938; see also Utah Code Ann. § 76-3-401(2)
(2003). This case does not involve consecutive sentencing.
Instead, the trial court ordered the one-year misdemeanor
sentence to run concurrent with the sentence imposed for the
felony conviction--a single indeterminate prison term of zero to
five years pursuant to Utah Code section 76-3-203(3). See __Utah
Code Ann. § 76-3-203(3) (2003). Thus, Galli is inapplicable.

Alejandre otherwise fails to show that the trial court
imposed an "excessive sentence.” To the contrary, the sentence
imposed was clearly within the statutory guidelines. Alejandre
pleaded guilty to possession of a controlled substance with
intent to distribute, a third degree felony. See _____Utah Code Ann.
8 58-37-8(1)(a)(iii). Utah Code section 76-3-203 permits
indeterminate sentencing "[i]n the case of a felony of the third
degree . . . for a term not to exceed five years." Id. __ 8§876-3-
203(3).

Accordingly, the sentence is affirmed.
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